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and I would like to for a couple of min-
utes discuss, number one, the serious-
ness of the agricultural problem; but, 
secondly, an amendment that I have 
tomorrow that deals with how we dis-
tribute some of this Federal money to 
farmers. 

There are a lot of us that would hope 
that these extra funds go to help sup-
port the traditional family farmers in 
this country. However, our farm pro-
grams since we started them back in 
1934 have tended to favor the large 
farmer. And so what has happened over 
the years is the small farmer has been 
forced out because of the advantages of 
Federal farm policy to the middle-sized 
and larger farmer; and the middle-sized 
farmer, figuring that they might sur-
vive, have bought out the small farmer 
and become bigger. 

Specifically, we have legislation that 
says the price support for farmers in 
this country through the Federal Gov-
ernment should be limited to $75,000. If 
a farmer wants to include their spouse 
or usually their wife for a separate pro-
ducer payment, then they have to jump 
through all kinds of hoops to borrow 
money in the spouse’s name and then 
document that it was invested in the 
farm operation, then the farm oper-
ation can pay it back. It is a disadvan-
tage. 

My amendment tomorrow does essen-
tially three things: it says automati-
cally the wife is included as a producer 
without jumping through these bureau-
cratic hoops, eligible for an additional 
$75,000 payment limitation. The aver-
age size of a farm in this country now, 
Mr. Speaker, is about 448 acres. But 
some farms, some huge, giant corpora-
tion-type farms are up to 80,000 acres 
and 100,000 acres; and there is no pay-
ment limitation on those farms. So as 
you can guess, millions of dollars go 
out to those huge farming operations. 

My amendment tomorrow says, let us 
stick to our guns of the historic $75,000 
limitation but automatically include 
spouses. That would move it up to 
$150,000. And let us make sure that 
there is no loophole such as forfeiting a 
nonrecourse loan or such as certifi-
cates that can be issued by the Federal 
Government in lieu of forfeiture of that 
particular loan, because those certifi-
cates, the alternative of those forfeit-
ures of that loan, has resulted in ap-
proximately $400 million extra pay-
ment going to those giant farmers. 

Mr. Speaker, I request that my col-
leagues look at this amendment, that 
they consider the policy of how we 
want to spend this extra money, that 
they face the decision of what should 
farm programs try to do in this coun-
try; and I would suggest humbly that 
part of what we should be trying to do 
is help the small family farmer. The 
large farmer already has a competitive 
advantage, simply because of the size 
of their operation. We expand that ad-
vantage as we pay them on the bushels 

produced on each acre or the tons pro-
duced. Whether it is rice or corn or 
soybeans or cotton, we help that large 
farmer. 

I feel it is important that we look at 
this policy, and I would request that 
my colleagues look at my amendment 
that will reaffirm the historical provi-
sion of limiting those payments to 
$75,000 rather than the $150,000 per pro-
ducer that was passed out on a suspen-
sion vote late in June when the House 
went through that particular legisla-
tion without the opportunity for any 
amendments. 

f 

ELECTRICITY CRISIS IN 
CALIFORNIA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. FILNER) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, the elec-
tricity crisis continues 1 year later in 
San Diego, in California and the West. 
Scores of businesses in my hometown 
of San Diego have gone out of business. 
People on fixed incomes are suffering 
because they have to make choices be-
tween buying food and prescription 
drugs and air conditioning. This should 
not be happening in America. 

Now, we have called for price con-
trols, we have called for a refund of the 
overcharges, and people from my State 
on the other side of the aisle have said, 
Let the free market work. Price con-
trols don’t work. I say to my col-
leagues, there is no free market. The 
system is completely out of whack. 
There is an energy cartel which domi-
nates our lives in California. 

I want to give you a specific example, 
Mr. Speaker, of how the market in 
California is being manipulated by this 
energy cartel and what we in San 
Diego hope to do about it. 

There is a 700 megawatt power plant 
in my district. We call it the South 
Bay Power Plant. It is operated by the 
Duke Energy Corporation. It looks like 
in the last year, Mr. Speaker, Duke En-
ergy has made close to $800 million off 
that plant while 65 percent of the busi-
nesses in our area face bankruptcy. 
They paid for the operation of that 
plant in 3 months for what they 
thought would take 5 years or more to 
pay off. 

Now recently, five former employees 
of Duke Energy, five former employees 
of the South Bay Energy Plant, testi-
fied under oath, testified with 100 years 
of experience in that plant, Mr. Speak-
er, and what they said should be taken 
very seriously by anybody studying 
this crisis. They said that the genera-
tors were turned up and down not be-
cause of the need of the people of San 
Diego or of California but because of 
the price at a given moment that the 
market was bringing. In fact, a 250 
megawatt generator was turned off at a 
time when we had blackouts in San 

Diego, at a time when people were sent 
home from their jobs and not getting 
paychecks, at a time when there were 
near-fatalities at a traffic intersection 
because the lights were off, at a time 
when elevators had people stuck in 
them. Yet the biggest generator in our 
county was turned off. 

These employees further said that 
they were told to throw away spare 
parts so maintenance would take a lot 
longer, supply could be withheld and 
the prices increased. They talked about 
how the trading floor where the prices 
were set for electricity was in direct 
contact with the generating floor; and 
so the generators were ramped up and 
down, as I said, not by the need of Cali-
fornia or of San Diego, but by the price 
that could be gotten. So Duke Energy 
has stolen $800 million from the citi-
zens of San Diego and of California. 
They have charged up to $4,000 a mega-
watt hour for something that cost $30 
only a year ago. That, Mr. Speaker, is 
not the free enterprise system at work; 
that is stealing from people who could 
not afford the cost. 

Now, to add insult to injury, Mr. 
Speaker, that theft took place from a 
power plant which the citizens of San 
Diego own. Yes, Mr. Speaker, we own 
that plant through the San Diego Uni-
fied Port District, a public agency; and 
that public agency, at very, very good 
terms for the lessee, leased the plant to 
this Duke Energy Corporation to oper-
ate, as the lease says, in the public in-
terest. Well, that lease has not been op-
erated in the public interest. That 
lease has allowed Duke Energy Cor-
poration to steal hundreds of millions 
of dollars from the people of San Diego. 

Mr. Speaker, since the public owns 
the South Bay Power Plant, I call upon 
the San Diego Unified Port District to 
take back that plant and to operate 
the lease in the public interest. 

f 

IN MEMORY OF SANDY POLICE 
CHIEF SAM DAWSON 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. MATHESON) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MATHESON. Mr. Speaker, it is 
with great sadness that I come before 
the House today to memorialize the 
death of Police Chief Sam Dawson of 
Sandy, Utah. Chief Dawson, who served 
faithfully for 7 years as the head of the 
police department of Utah’s fourth 
largest city, passed away July 2, 2001, 
doing what he loved best, riding his 
Harley-Davidson motorcycle. 

Chief Dawson lived up to the sign he 
had on his desk that said, ‘‘Lead, fol-
low, or get out of the way.’’ Chief Daw-
son was a leader for 30 years in Utah 
law enforcement. He started as a Salt 
Lake County sheriff’s deputy in 1971. 
He became the chief police investigator 
for the Salt Lake county attorney’s of-
fice after that and became the head of 
Sandy City’s police department in 1994. 
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